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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 7. 15, 16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Binding et al. (US 6,775,687; hereafter Binding) in view of Ikudome et 
al. (US 6,779,118; hereafter Ikudome). 

With respect to claim 1, Binding discloses a method with a network element 
(46, 47 of Figure 2) that redirects client requests for web pages (Abstract). This method 
receives a packet with a HTTP request from a client (10 of Figure 2; 300 of Figure 3D; 
310 of Figure 3D) and employs a gateway or redirect facility (46 of Figure 2) that 
forwarding replies to a client with a redirected URL address (312 of Figure 3D; column 
8, lines 53-60). 

Binding fails to disclose the steps of examining the packet based on a policy to 
determine if the packet should be redirected. 

. Ikudome, in an invention related to redirecting packet, discloses a method of 
examining packets based on rules (206 of Figure 2; column 4, lines 33-49; where the 
database holds the rules for a client) with a redirection server (208 of Figure 2; column 
6, lines 37-59; where the decision to redirect is based on the client or source address In 
the packet). 
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One of ordinary skill in tlie art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in Ikudome. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 2, Binding further discloses that the packet is sent to its 
original destination from a physical interface on main processing system (47 of Figure 2; 
315 of Figure 3A) when more redirection is required (410, 430 of Figure 4). 

Witli respect to claim 7, Binding fails to disclose examining the packet for HTTP 
requests. 

Ikudome teaches checking if the packet is HTTP type (column 6, lines 43-45). 

Ikudome realizes the benefit of additional dynamic control for filtering and 
redirecting Internet traffic by examining Internet packets for HTTP requests (column 2, 
lines 45-67). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to use the technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 15, Binding discloses a network element (46, 47 of Figure 
2) that redirects client requests for web pages (Abstract). This method receives a 
packet with a HTTP request from a client (10 of Figure 2; 300 of Figure 3D; 310 of 
Figure 3D) and employs a gateway or redirect facility (46 of Figure 2) that fonwarding 
replies to a client with a redirected URL address (312 of Figure 3D; column 8, lines 53- 
60). 

Binding fails to disclose a redirect unit, a fonwarding engine, and examining the 
packet based on a policy to determine if the packet should be redirected. 
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Ikudome, in an invention related to redirecting packet, discloses a method of 
examining packets based on rules (206 of Figure 2; column 4, lines 33-49; where the 
database holds the rules for a client) with a redirection server or redirect unit (208 of 
Figure 2; column 6, lines 37-59; where the decision to redirect is based on the client or 
source address in the packet) and a fonwarding engine or networking server (102 of 
Figure 2). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in Ikudome. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 16, Binding fails to disclose a storage unit to hold a policy. 

Ikudome discloses a database (206 of Figure 2) to store a rule or policy for each 

client. 

Ikudome realizes the benefit of increased dynamic control by using a database to 
store and retrieve Internet filtering and redirecting rules (column 2, lines 45-6). Thus it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 19, Binding fails to disclose a fonA/arding engine that 
moves a packet to the control engine. 

Ikudome discloses a forwarding engine or networking server (102 of Figure 2) 
that moves packets to the Internet (1 10 of Figure 2; viewed as equivalent to a port) 
when the packet is ready for transport. 
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Ikudome realizes tlie benefit of obtaining reporting and adding more rules by 
using a forwarding engine separately from a control engine (column 4, line 50 - column 
5, line 10). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to use the technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 20, Binding fails to disclose examining the packet for 
HTTP requests. 

Ikudome teaches checking if the packet is HTTP type (column 6, lines 43-45). 

Ikudome realizes the benefit of additional dynamic control for filtering and 
redirecting Intemet traffic by examining Internet packets for HTTP requests (column 2, 
lines 45-67). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to use the technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 
3. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Binding in view of Ikudome and further in view of Bushkin (US 2003/0135548). 

With respect to claim 3, Binding does not disclose creating a redirect message 
with a timeout value for the client. 

Bushkin, in an invention related to redirecting web pages, discloses displaying an 
error web screen on the client machine (Figure 1 , Figure 2) when the original web page 
is not available. One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the use of this technique 
when a redirection server changes the client web URL address. Bushkin must also 
disclose a timeout value used before the client is move to a corrected web page 
address. 
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One of ordinary sl<ill in the art would realize the benefit of improved user 
interfaces by showing the client a redirecting page notification before moving to the 
redirected page. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use the technique of Bushkin with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 4, Binding does not disclose a timeout value or a policy 
used to create a timeout value. 

Ikudome discloses a method of examining packets based on rules (206 of Figure 
2; column 4, lines 33-49; where the database holds the rules for a client). 

Bushkin discloses displaying an error web screen on the client machine (Figure 
1 , Figure 2) when the original web page is not available that must also have a timeout 
value used before the client is move to a corrected web page address. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would realize the use the rules in Ikudome to associates a timeout value 
of Bushkin for a specific client requesting a web page. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in Ikudome. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would realize the benefit of improved user interfaces by showing the client 
a redirecting page notification before moving to the redirected page. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome and Bushkin with the method of Binding. 
4. Claims 5 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Binding in view of Ikudome and further in view of Narad et al. (US 6,401, 117; hereafter 
Narad). 
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With respect to claims 5 and 18, Binding does not disclose configuring the 
system with API. 

Narad, in an invention related to software library development, discloses a packet 
processing library with an API configuration (column 5, lines 7-9). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of wider market 
compatibility by using a Windows API as shown in Narad. Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the technique 
of Narad with the method of Binding. 

5. Claim 6 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Binding in view of Ikudome and further in view of Varghese et al. (US 6,449,256; 
hereafter Varghese). 

With respect to claims 6 and 17, Binding does not disclose checking for 
replacement policies and replacing the original policies if there are replacement policies. 

Varghese, in an invention related to network rules or routing policies, discloses 
that if extra rules are present then the current rules are swapping out with the extra 
rules (column 5, lines 24-26). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of increased flexibility by 
using a updates rules as shown in Varghese. Thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the technique of Varghese 
with the method of Binding. 
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6. Claims 8, 9 and 14 are rejected under,35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Binding in view of Ikudome and further in view of Kumar et al. (US 7,085,279; 
hereafter Kumar). 

With respect to claim 8, Binding discloses a method with a network element 
(46, 47 of Figure 2) that redirects client requests for web pages (Abstract). This method 
receives a packet with a HTTP request from a client (10 of Figure 2; 300 of Figure 3D; 
310 of Figure 3D) and employs a gateway or redirect facility (46 of Figure 2) that 
fonwarding replies to a client with a redirected URL address (312 of Figure 3D; column 
8, lines 53-60). 

Binding fails to disclose the steps of examining the packet based on a policy to 
detemiine if the packet should be redirected. 

Ikudome, in an invention related to redirecting packet, discloses a method of 
examining packets based on rules (206 of Figure 2; column 4, lines 33-49; where the 
database holds the rules for a client) with a redirection server (208 of Figure 2; column 
6, lines 37-59; where the decision to redirect is based on the client or source address in 
the packet). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in Ikudome. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

Kumar, in the same field of endeavor, discloses a computer readable medium 
storing a program to perform a connection setup over a packet network In conjunction 
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with a switching networl<. The computer-readable medium is an electronic, magnetic, 
optical, or other physical device or means that can be contain or store a computer 
program for use by or In connection with a computer-related system or method (column 
7, lines 51-67). One skilled in the art would have clearly recognized that the method of 
Binding would have been implemented in a soflware module. The implemented 
software would perform the function with less expense and more flexibility. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to have use the technique in Binding as and implement it as 
taught by Kumar in order to reduce cost and improve the adaptability and flexibility of 
the networking system. 

With respect to claim 9, Binding further discloses that the packet is sent to its 
original destination from a physical interface on main processing system (47 of Figure 2; 
315 of Figure 3A) when more redirection is required (410, 430 of Figure 4). 

With respect to claim 14, Binding fails to disclose examining the packet for 
HTTP requests. 

Ikudome teaches checking if the packet is HTTP type (column 6, lines 43-45). 
One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in Ikudome. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome with the method of Binding. 

7. Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Binding in view of Ikudome in view of Kumar and further in view of Bushkin. 
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With respect to claim 10, Binding does not disclose creating a redirect message 
with a timeout value for the client. 

Bushkin, in an invention related to redirecting web pages, discloses displaying an 
error web screen on the client machine (Figure 1 , Figure 2) when the original web page 
is not available. One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the use of this technique 
when a redirection server changes the client web URL address. Bushkin must also 
disclose a timeout value used before the client is move to a corrected web page 
address. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of improved user 
interfaces by showing the client a redirecting page notification before moving to the 
redirected page. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use the technique of Bushkin with the method of Binding. 

With respect to claim 11, Binding does not disclose a timeout value or a policy 
used to create a timeout value. 

Ikudome discloses a method of examining packets based on rules (206 of Figure 
2; column 4, lines 33-49; where the database holds the rules for a client). 

Bushkin discloses displaying an error web screen on the client machine (Figure 
1 , Figure 2) when the original web page is not available that must also have a timeout 
value used before the client is move to a corrected web page address. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would realize the use the rules in Ikudome to associates a timeout value 
of Bushkin for a specific client requesting a web page. 
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One of ordinary sl<ill in the art would realize the benefit of additional security by 
redirecting packet based on the client identity as shown in ll^udome. One of ordinary 
sl^ill in the art would realize the benefit of improved user interfaces by showing the client 
a redirecting page notification before moving to the redirected page. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
technique of Ikudome and Bushkin with the method of Binding. 

8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Binding 
in view of Ikudome in view of Kumar and further in view of Narad. 

With respect to claim 12, Binding does not disclose configuring the system with 

API. 

Narad, in an invention related to software library development, discloses a packet 
processing library with an API configuration (column 5, lines 7-9). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of wider market 
compatibility by using a Windows API as shown in Narad. Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the invention to use the technique 
of Narad with the method of Binding. 

9. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Binding 
in view of Ikudome in view of Kumar and further in view of Varghese. 

With respect to claim 13, Binding does not disclose checking for replacement 
policies and replacing the original policies if there are replacement policies. 
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Varghese, in an invention related to network rules or routing policies, discloses 
that if extra rules are present then the current rules are swapping out with the extra 
rules (column 5, lines 24-26). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would realize the benefit of increased flexibility by 
using a updates rules as shown in Varghese. Thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the technique of Varghese 
with the method of Binding. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian T. O'Connor whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1081. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00AM-6:30PM, M-F, 1st Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR systenri, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Brian T. O'Connor 
May 3, 2007 
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